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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to amendment filed on 02/02/2007. 

The status of the cross-reference to related applications on page 1 of the 
specification needs to be updated. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 15 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 15 and 22 in view of MPEP section 2106 IV.B.2. (b) define non-statutory 
processes because they merely manipulate an abstract idea without a claimed limitation 
to a practical application. The language of the claims raise a question as to whether the 
claims are directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to a technological art, 
environment or machine which would result in a practical application producing a 
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concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 
35 U.S.C. 101. A program product not claimed as being executed by a computer is 
non-functional descriptive material per se and is not statutory process. Applicants are 
advised to amend the claims by having " a computer program product having 
instructions stored in a computer readable storage medium for ... " so that the 
claims can be directed to a practical application and producing a tangible result being 
executed by a computer. As such, claim 15 would be considered statutory under 35 
U.S.C. 101. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory or non-patent eligible "signal" claims. Claim 22 is claiming a 
"data structure " which is non-functional descriptive material. Thus, claim 22 is non- 
statutory for at least the reasons above and do not fall into any statutory category of 
invention under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

Claims 16-21 and 23 - 25 are necessarily rejected as being dependent upon the 
rejection of claims 15 and 22. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Daugherty et al (US 6,557,076; hereinafter Daugherty). 

The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1 .131 . 

Regarding claim 1, Daugherty teaches a method for processing objects within a 
data processing system in a network (fig. 4), the method comprising the steps of 
receiving a message at a computing device, wherein the message comprises a set of 
message headers and a message body, wherein the message body contains a top-level 
fragment (col. 1 , lines 59 - 67); and retrieving a message header from the message, 
wherein the message header indicates that the message body includes a linking 
element to a next-level fragment (col. 2, lines 11-15; col. 6, lines 39 - 52; col. 9, lines 1 
- 10). 
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Regarding claim 2, Daugherty teaches the method of claim 1, which further 
comprising: retrieving the next-level fragment; and combining the top-level fragment and 
the next-level fragment into an assembled fragment (col. 2, lines 8-15; Daugherty 
discloses that content may be constantly updated from different sources, by interface 
with the provider objects. High performance is obtained in part by caching commonly 
used page fragments, which may be assembled in different ways depending on the 
key). 

Regarding claim 3, Daugherty teaches the method of claim 2 further comprising: 
obtaining a source identifier for the next-level fragment from the linking element; 
sending a request message for the next-level fragment using the source identifier for the 
next-level fragment; and receiving a response message comprising the next-level 
fragment (col. 5, lines 49 through col. 6, lines 10). 

Regarding claim 4, Daugherty teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
protocol header is generated by a server that originated the top-level fragment (col. 5, 
lines 14-40). 

Regarding claim 5, Daugherty teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the linking 
element comprises a source identifier, wherein the source identifier is formatted as a 
URI (Uniform Resource Identifier) (col. 5, lines 14 - 20; Daugherty discloses that the 
web page requested by the user browser 100 is identified by a Universal Resource 
Locator (URL) address. In one embodiment, the web page is made up of a number of 
Hypertext Markup Language (HTML) clips, in a given arrangement. The first server 
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102 determines the clips and the arrangement for the web page based on a key 
identified in FIG. 2 as personalization 108). 

Regarding claim 7, Daugherty teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
message is an HTTP (Hypertext Transport Protocol) Response message (col. 5, lines 
23 - 27; Daugherty discloses that the local file may be what is known in the art as a 
cookie file, which is read by the browser 100 on the local PC (the requestor), and sent 
to the server 1 02 in the cookie portion of an HTTP header, as part of a web page GET 
request, as known within the art. Daugherty further discloses that the server 102 may 
also return the completed web page). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
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consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Daugherty et al (US 6,557,076; hereinafter Daugherty) in view of Blumer et al (US 
5,890,171; hereinafter Blumer). 

Regarding claim 6, Daugherty teaches substantially all the limitations in claim 1, 
but fails to specifically teach that the linking element is defined using SGML (Standard 
Generalized Markup Language). 

However Blumer discloses using a SGML (Standard Generalized Markup 
Language) as a linking element (col. 2, lines 41 - 44). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
teachings of Daugherty by using a SGML (Standard Generalized Markup Language) as 
a linking element as evidenced by Blumer for the purpose of showing where to retrieve 
the other portions of a document. 

Claims 8-25 incorporates all the limitations of claims 1 ' - 7 in apparatus and 
computer program product form. The rejections of claims 1 - 7 apply also to claims 8 - 
25. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Copeland et al (US Patent Number 6,557,076) discloses a method and 
apparatus for aggressively rendering data in a data processing system. 



Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yves Dalencourt whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3998. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 7:30AM - 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272 4001. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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